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ROE 



MARKS 



Reconsideration is respectfiilly requested:j; 



' f: ' 11;'* : 

Entry of the above amiendnidnts is courted'ajsly requested in order to 



@|010 



Ill- 
conform the claims to the Examiner* s i3i5 U.S.Ci: 



all claims in this application in a 
allowed claims in better conditioii 

i \ 



ii'ow^ 



I. 



Claims 1, 2, 7 through 12, if, isl 17; 18 



this application. Claims |3 thxoug 
cancelled. No claims have been 



Part 2 of the Office Actilott' 

n 

Claims 1, 2, 7 through 12, ; 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. I§l!|l2 (sli 

' I 

While it is believed tliat thj 
claim requirements indefinijte to jj 
advance prosecution of the pres^ 
from claims 1, 12, and 14 as requ it^d lby thje 



wable cond]!,xio;n and/or to place the non- 



13; 16, 19p 2 0 and 33 have been 
itlidrawn'or aiajdpd. 



§112 rejection, and place 



for (ionstderaiti'dn on appeal. 



n|d 21 through 32 remain in 



15, 17, IS and 21 through 31 have been 
'ozia par^gra]|}])j as being indefinite. 

iii \\h i'. 

jte]f5i .'vs^ubstaiL^ially" does not render the 
skill in the art, in order to 
term is being deleted 
iner in the Of^ce Action. 



I ■ : 

Withdrawal of the §1^2 rej!< 
17, 18 and 21 through 31 isjthc 

k 

Parts 3 and 4 of the Office ActilBiiii 



Claims 1. 2. 7, 8. 12,fl4, ijf, 
have been rejected under 3S. U.Sil 



h. 



(It is noted that claim 33 wfis pr 

Claim 29 has been-Tejbctedl|| 
unpatentable over Adams. 
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l5 U.S 



il||, i|8|, |2.1 tlli c.ugh 25 and 30 through 33 
eing anticipated by Adams. 



, 2, 7 through 12, 14, 15, 
requested. 



Section 103(a) as being 
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Claim 1 requires '*obtalningv by said client system from the user of the 

' 1 i ^ • * ' 
client system, an indication:|bf a rnini'mum length. of time during which the 

received data is to be temppr'arilyiisj^pijed", "stbring temporarily on the cHeat 

system at least a portion of jphe r^beiy'ed data fior a 

minimum" length of time indypatedjliy 



11 ■ 

^^Mfherein the obtaining step\\is pei^drmed} after the 
disclosed, for example, at piage 8>;lihes T through 
and in Figure 3) (emphasis a|ddcd)|- fClaiin 12 requires "at said client, 

y ithe Js 



entering a time specified hm 



qser 



for {the Web. page data associated with 



network for a minimum period of titnB sp^cifile'd t 
period of time the stored jdata is sniblibctjtp aujtomv 



specified minimum period of time ^bfeiiig 



input device by the user after the] 

if m 

Added claim 34 requires "t^^-i 

i 1 'J •''I ! 

before or at the same time a;s the 



example at page 8, lines 1 througilklll 



Added claim 3 5 req|uii|jBS 

after the retrieving step and;|befc)| 

jj 

discussed at page 8, lines 1 ||thro 



In the "Response to 
stated that: 



Argum'l 



period of at least the 
the. user at'tfie client system"^ and 

receiving step^' (which is 
12 of the specification 



the specific Web page"/"st9jring salild W-eb pafijeidata for the specific Web 

page temporarily in a cachej|, and 'jii'^erleiw the o^}aining step is performed 

after the retrieving step antA befofephe Storing step^" Claim 14 requires 

' i; I - til -i^'* ' t. ! . If 
•the client being configured[jto tejnjEf'or^ stbte^data downloaded from a 

bfr a user, after which 

it;6m:atic deletion, said user 

s|pecij|iedjby an entry made at said 



n jj^he obtaii ing step is performed 

"^wMch is also discussed for 



an|a|sh6wii''m Figure 3. 

lie obtair ing step is performed 



The Examiner disa;gf«S:1iSat 



time the document is fieq^ejs 
document". The only o|S 
document and the storing 6mi 
requested document, sjirifee-r 
typically downloaded jwithlj 



!|^lc(yi£ds,l|the obtaining step occurs 
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d sho' 
[fi<h t'ioiipjf 



jbefcein th^ 



jiienti Adams is retrieval of the 



ireilerriflg to web p which are 



ed* 



p" which is again 
in Figure 3- 

Le Office Action/it was 



p ^tf btriiiiag the designation at the 
^eil ib4f<ire the storing of the 



requesting of the 
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E "substantially the sainp timef' ks the s^oriii 
seconds, at most). . I 'ij j | ; 

>i il I ^ !* 

However, even assuming that the Bla'teint Office's;: 



that "the only event that occfurs beSwepn the iteque 



and the storing of the document" i 



the document", this is convincing evidence th 



steps do not occur "at the sap 



event takes some time to accompli 

III 

occurs as quickly as within a "few| 

recognizes this fact, as the mesp< 

In the interest ofjexpe'c 
to note that even if;Ad|ams 
step at substantially tls^e timS 
would have been well j[^ithiin| 
the art to collect an e*pirati^ 
until just prior to p|ass|age om 

Certainly the Patent Office recogi 



g step (within a few 



ypothesis is correct, and 
sting of the documents 
thfe Adamis syhem is the "retrieval of 



3l'!jj as reqiireid 



The Patent Office cannot simp'ly i^noEe the interjy ?ning retrieval event and 
still maintain that the obtaiiing ai ji; 3tbring event ! occur, "at the same time", 
as one of ordinary skill in tSe art ^^^joiMd cl 



eaily ji cognize that the retrieval 



5ven if 



not simply what is "within 



le kM 

^ ft 

art", but what is suggested or mo.tj 
that one of ordinary skill inllthe :a 
system teaches the storing qccursi 
to change or modify the Adams 
simply by the knowledge 



To the contrary, it 
lead one of ordinary skil 
same time" of the claims 



the retrieval occurs betwiee 



requires that the events c^o not 6^ 

» 11 



EL 21 

i 



"d^onds". Clie 

it 

" continues 



dge:of: 



at tlie requesting and storing 



one 



Ig)012 



by the claim language. 



believes that the retrieval 
rly the rejection 
saying: 

, the Examiner would like 



Idpfosecutiji 

* bt disclose lerforming the obtaining 
theistd-]:ing utep, which it does, it 
; khojwledge of one of ordinary skill in 
iWetat tinyN me before retrieval up 
' eipiiratioii ime. 



'jtbat the sitsndard of obviousness is 



one 



if 



ordinary skill in the 



bjdi by tie pilor art. It is submitted 
ithiyiie knb^ ledge that the Adams 

tri^i al, would not be motivated 
gest id in the "Response" 

^on 



thai ihe! Ads ms patent is more likely to 
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ay j^d:m tE requirement of "at tbe 
onei lof Olid nary skill in the art that 

^•;an|jd. -sjtc ring steps, and thus 
t tpiels'ame' ime. 
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It is therefore submitted' that t 
ordinary skill in the art to the appllc,,^ 

IP i 

claims 1, 12, 14, 30 and 32 especiall; [jwith the r 

and therefore it is submitted that clai as 1, 12> 1 

the prior art. Further, claims 2, 7j 8, 2I3I25, 30 

claim 1, claims 15, 17, which depend Croiti claim 

I , IS 

depends from claim 17. claim 22,;wh: 

which depends from claim 22, and clmim 1^4, whijsh depends from claim 23, 



I 

)06| 

Aijlams paitent would not lead one of 
t'J claimed invention as defined in 

p4^i'enieiits set forth above, 
t^jand 32 are allowable over 
and 31, which depend from 
14, claim 18, which 
h i^epends from claim 21, claim 23, 



nc 



1} 



also include the requirements discus^d a|DOve art 
submitted to be in condition for allo^ 

Withdrawal of the §1 02(b) reje| 
17, 18, 21 through 25 and 30 thrrfugl 



Parts S through 9 of the Office iillct 



Claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 12, 14, 15| 1 



have been rejected under!35 U.S' 
over Mantha in view of Adams, (t 
cancelled.) 



ok of cla' 
24s '^th^re 



^1 

H 

bti 
b 



Claim 9 has been rejected 
unpatentable over Mantha, in vie 

Claim 10 has been rejected 
unpatentable over Mantha, in vie 
Motoyama. 

Claim 11 has been rejected| 
unpatentable over Mantha, in vi 

Claims 27 and 28 have beei 
as being unpatentable over Mantj 
Official Notice. 



idei 



35: 



of 



rejd 

J-i 
ai'in 



duTLS anc 



thr-diug 
orijiOSC 
id ItHat 



U 



jindj ri 3 5 ^if-S.'G 

of A< Eims 'auc 

I 
I 

'■'■l-l til 



ims 



:^d, ukde 



c: 



@013 



di therefore are also 



s 1, 2, 7, 8, 12, 14, IS, 



'ore respectfully requested. 



|26 and 29 through 33 
a|K as being unpatentable 
lim 3 3 was previously 



an 



liiMUiis 
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ction 103(a) as being 
urther in view of Lambert. 

ection 103(a) as being 
urther in view of 



Section 103(a) as being 
iirther in view of Porter. 



!|5 U-S.C. Section 103(a) 
o'-G Ajai ms and further in view of 



12/11/06 17:46 FAX 605 232 2612 



GATEWAY 



It is argued in the "^esponsie to Arguments 

Action that: } '|. • 

With regard to claim 10a an^ Applii 
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Specified minimum length o [ tiiii^|pas|pa^ 
discloses an agent Visiting Ull !of .fflie efntri 



expiration date has 



passed 



However, the "only one of the pli 



arguing this rejection in 



the only one of the "plural metho Is" 



making the deletion. Mo 



re speci: loaXi 



f *he, 



patent merely discusses deletion 

passed, which one of ordinary skSl liniji 

J i ' I 

time that the expiration date is c: sck'^ 

• ■ I It 

Motoyama patent specifically ref btfic 
Action, Motoyama states 



Referring to ^IG. 4A; 

ectory 



500 contained in di 
if the Expiration D4te 
comparing the Expiration 
to the current date. Alt.ern 
Date 506 in each directory jlln#y 



maintained in each 



determined from both the ci 

; ■ I 

This portion of the Motoyama pi 
skill in the art when the data ijs 
but merely where the expiration 
time« Motoyama further states sd 



respectfully disagree^. App! Leant' 
methods Motoyama discloses &r 
fact, the embodiment cited 
approach" (Col 6, iJines 3- 
Motoyama also disci 
specified minimum length 
to Col 6, line 3 and Col 6, 
check the times. 



age p| 1. o'f Re 



s dejl stittg tliesUata immediately after the 



he prev 



|>'u 



at col. ! 



time; has] pas* 
j? -18), wti 



n^s 



II 



i 



Ml. 

m 



directo] 



1 



as cite 
matron 

icakt is 

i ^ 




(2)014 



portion of the fiual Office 



IjflLilit's assertion that 

immediately after the 
since Motoyama 
|]to determine if the 
rks), the Examiner 
cfnly one of the plural 
deletion of the files. In 
bscribed as "An alternative 



ixenldm ~ 

.11 

I'it 'discus 
It is no 



\l (at least Col 5, Line 61 
'but waiting for an agent to 



iiinii tliods*^ 'cited by the applicant in 



I'M 

nr-rt Jt***li ^ 

506 Jp4fj^%^||4a(r^ 



litd. aftij 



In^eadl 
5|U:a ft3 




iWas argued because it is 
€& any time element for 

i 

1 that the Motoyama 

^he expiration time has 

stands would be the next 

to the portions of the 

ection of the Office 

, line 3: 

SB, directory entries 
re examined to determine 
This is performed by 
icular directory entry 500 
maintaining an Expiration 
a to keep" may be 
piration date may be 
jhe "time to keep." 

ate to one of ordinary 
i|ct to the expiration date, 

comparison to the present 
through 18 that: 
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FIG, 5B is a flow dia 



11,2006 j 



ram 



_ of a preferjed method of erasing data- 

in block 520, a curient datei^tim«i value islreoeived. For example, the 
ptocessiug unit 204 requests anc receiveJe date/time value by calling 
a function of an operating systeia thai c|o'iitrbl3 the operation of the 
processing unit. Al^ernative&y, the procei*~ — --i-- i- i- 

that is directly interrogate<qb:y tiie pr ocjes 
date/time value refl|ects thelcurrfent duy] j 
the method shown in FIG. 5te: Preferably 
is stored in a tempdrarily lie cati(pn foi latfc 
register, a scratchpad mem« ry a'ljea, or i|ng 



Again, nothing here indicates wh 
made, and certainly does jnot indi|:ate.p;o one o 
the deletion is performed! *4mmeqpatel{y .after tl 3 
of time has passed". This portio' 
mechanics of checking th 
"agent" involved, Motoyama doe!|:iioi 
except to indicate that it occurs 



e currei 



n th|e comp'a 



lig unit contains a clock 
or| 306. The current 
atb, or time of execution of 
he current date/time value 
i{ juse^ such as in a CPU 



example, the continuing .description iEL|l^ 

32 (emphasis added): 

In block S22,!one dir 
In one embodiment] block . 
directory entries StiO in theisto^g'e 
tlock 522 involves iselettii^ la 'lli^e^ 




@015 



aan memory. 

on of the expiration date is 
dinary skill in the art that 
s pecified minimum, length 
n^rely discusses the 
or not there is any 
timing of^the deletion^ 
I expiration date. See, for 
It col. 6y lines 18 through 



i|$ selected for processing. 
i polling of all the 



process, such as a I'easUrecfeiitl^liise^ IfL 



100. 202. Alternatively, 



statistics, . • i .-V. !| 

In I . , 

represented by the current: prec 
524 involves testing WJietliJa.jth 
block 520 is greater than oaiieb " 



stored in the current direct|ffr|jr s 
entry is to be deleted, ji illli : 



However, there is no ind 



cation 



the expiration date occurs, just 
expiration date occurs*. Whijle 0 
immediately upon expira ion^ bu^ 
this is in fact the case. 



1: 



t lis no 

indicates that the current date m* 




y based on a heuristic 
algorithm, probability, or 



fwhether to delete data 
In an embodiment,' block 
n,tBa1.e/time value received in 
ioiration Date value 506 
Shbn the current directory 



Ipjtioji is ^'^immediate" when 
loes not occur before the 
at the deletion occurs 
j^osure in Motoyama that 
of Mototama also 
equal to. or greater than 
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the expiration date, but does not indicate how elds 
occurs to. the expiration date^ or that :he expiratip 
continuously checked. - 



ely that the deletion 
1 date is in any way 



As previously noted, the onlX:Mtuarindiica| of the timing of the 

Motoyama patent at col. 



checking of the expiration date is^d'is.cussed by.tlu 
6, lines 3 through 6 (emphasis ada;ej| 



An alternative approach is t6' 3ia|ye aD^ agent 



of all the directories to cheoMttfe timie aiiiii 



expiration date of the entrie'b 



d ate of the system against 



agent deletes the entries . * jr ^ji 
It is submitted that one of ofdinaicyi^Mllj in the :,ar1 



lithe e'xpirati jn date is passed, the 



explanation in Motoyama, would !jiti|d%stan,k that 
agent examines files to determinedjiil^'tife:- t2!m& to 
depends upon the time when the £te[|pip!in 
immediately'^ when any/specinewimmimum l&iiigt i of tiine has passed. It is 

•iii-*^''.iL'.|i. i: I f 

me of ordihary skill in the art to 



submitted that Motoyamal would £1 

LJL 

understand that the time that the'Sil! 
the files and discovers thjat the 
anytime after the "time^ to keep' 
th^ disclosure of the Motfpyama m 
in the art to the "immediately" xq 

Claim 26 requires jprovidiii 
option to delete an earlier versi 
(emphasis added). It is £ sserted; 
Office Action that; 



With regard 1 3 iclaimj*; 
fails to disclose "providing;! 
option to delete an 



Jearl!i< 



. Ler m 

(Page 12 of Remarks)^;the F^' 
clearly discloses that any i 
9> Lines 3 8-49). Prbvidingjl 
web page certainly :-enco'mp,l 
delete the page correspond! 



wo|Hld'[ndl 



m!en!^of cla im 10, 



f:'6lf ft 

I: It fi ' 



hat visits all the entries 



, considering this further 
t le erasure occurs when an 
I eep" has passed, aiid thus 
file, rather than ' 



/hen the agent examines 
s passed^ and this may be 
therefore submitted that 
ead one of ordinary skill 



client system with an 
data bein^ stored*^ 
(p|i)nse * portion of the final 

Pilidac ;'s assertion that Mantha 
If liih'^ < lient system with an 
tKjfejte( eived data being stored" 
|l^s|t)^( t ^ully disagrees. Mantah 



c in be deleted (at least. Col 
e option to delete any. saved 
1 lem with the option to 



'^Jl: i ing received. 
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However, it is submitted that the t 

. • r 

does not disclose that ''any stored 

• i ■ 

specifically, the Mantha patent a^! 

i 

A method for deletingi 
flowchart of FIG. 8. The roiij 
bringing up the Category p^; 
the remote control in which 
on-screen menu is accessed- 
remote control. The routine, 
clicking DELETE. This brir 
the user clicks on DELETE 
operation marks the item fo 
DONE to make the change e 



Nothing here discloses that "any* 
even if one believes that the Marail 
page can be deleted''^ this does 
ordinary skill in the art to, provifi| 
earlier version of the received d 



It is submitted that nothing^ 
suggests to one of ordinary skill 
an earlier version of the feceivec 
described in the Mantha patent h 
with no apparent connection, to a' 
received and stored. 



aoiT 



^erenced! piortion of the Mantha patent 

j . • ■ I 1 I ] 

rcb page caii be deleted". More 

pi 9; lines; 3 8 Ihrough 49: 

Isaved \X^et page copy is shown in the 
ene begiiis ai step 52 with the user 
.^ja.g., bjy iciicliing a number 1-9) from 
e|w.eb pagjej wiis stored. At step 54, the 
clicking iihe Menu button from the 
ell contiinti<3 at step 56 with the user 
up 4 "I^eiib te j terns" page. At step 58» 
tlS; reSspe^lct :to lie link to be deleted. This 

ietiibn.j Ajt ste p 59, the user clicks 
_ ]pive.'jThi;s deletes the Web page. 

foliredliMjeib page can be deleted. Further, 
^UL. discloses that "any stored web 



)atent 

ditscltfse 

1 



nor t 
b'witli' the 



'■.Al 



It is therefore submitted t 
allegedly obvious combiiiatiJn o|; 
rejection of the Office Aiotion, 
applicant's invention as feq,uir.e^ 

■ .. f 

Withdrawal of the §103.(a)| 



15, 17. 18 and 21 through 32|.is 
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tlei Btrt'ithalt 



stc 



f the Mantha patent 



there is any option to delete 



■ciad bne' 



if 



ecessarily lead one of 
option to delete an 
red". 



gj'wg Stored ". What is being 



We 7 page file deletion process, 
yeiiisioil of the any data being 



:;c^ paitents, and especially the 
Adcms set forth in the 



skilled in the art to the 



laiins 1, 2, 7 through 12, 14, 
ctfliUy requested. 
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CONCLUSION 



1 ; I (!! • ■ I I 

In light of the foregoing! aid;ciid?ieiPts and,i'e 



reconsideration and allowance offt 
solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 
WOODS. FULLER, SHULTZ 
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